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ABSTRACT 

This report documents the implementation of the 
migrant education program funded under Chapter 1 of the Education 
Consolidation Improvement Act in the Houston (Texas) Independent 
School District and evaluates the program's impact on student 
achievements grades » conducts and attendsmce. The program offered 
assistance to eligible migrant children from early childhood levels 
through grade 12 to improve educational continuity for students who 
enroll in school late or withdraw early tecause their families travel 
to obtain agriculturil or fishery work. Migrant education services 
include the following: (1) tutorial services from teacher aides; (2) 
counseling amd family support services on a referral tasis; and (3) 
invitations to parents to attend workshops that will show them how to 
isecome involved in the education of their children. The three 
specific tasks of this study were to: (1) report the numlser of 
migrant students identified; (2) document the activities of members 
of the staff who implement the components of the program; and (3) 
evaluate the effectiveness of the tutorial and counseling cc^ponento 
via examination of the test scores » grades, attendance, and conduct 
of migrant students. Findings identify five areas in which resources 
were effectively used to meet program objectives and to indicate 
overall test score improvement in all subjects. Statistical data in 
27 tables are included. (AF) 
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Executive Summary 
Chapter 1 Migrant Education Program 
Final Report 

Purpose 

The purpose of the evaluatkm is 10 (k^oimem t}» mq)Iementati<m of 
Migrant program for 1^9-90 and the piogram's impact on student achiev^nent, 
grades, conduct, and attendance. The evaluation meets the federal requirement that 
schod di^<^ receiving funds fimn 71^ £^&iazto Cbiisolu^^ 
Inqmmmem Act <^ 1981 (ECIA) C fuller I Migrant Program provide an 
evaluaticxi of their |»ogram. Also, it provides Uie program administrat(»s with 
infomiadcm r^aiding attainn^t of prc^ram objecti^s. 

Program Description 

The purpose of the Qiap^ 1 Migrant program was to improve the acad«[mc 
achievemoit levels of migrant students. Assistance was offeied to eligible migrant 
students in grades early chikliKXxl (age 3) through twelve to improve educational 
C(^tinuity for sttKients who enroll late or withdraw early from school because their 
families travel to obtain agncultural or fishery work. 

Migrant ^mients rec^v^i tutcsial ^\i(%s from the migrant teacher aides. 
Counseling and fanuly supix)rt services were provided to nugrant s&idents and their 
families on a referral basis by the Migrant Counselt^-. Hnally, parents of migrant 
students vfcn invited to attend workshops design^ to involve them in the 
edu(^on of their children. 

Number Served and Cost 

A total 845 migrant students were identified in HISD dming 1989-90 as of May 
I3t 1990; 700 woe still attending on that date. The migrant program was allocated 
$342,030 in Oiapter 1 furds for 1989-90. 

Methods 

Records of the migrant snuknt p<^ulation l»pt by the Migrant Program were 
matched to the HISD Stucknt Masterfile in cmi^* to vedfy the numbo- migrant 
students who ^'cie ouolled. Additional information was obtmned from int^iews 
with the Migrant Program Dir«:tc»' and his four staff members and frcmi written 
mcmthly summaries of their lu^vities which they prodiK^ 

Findings 

• The migrant sti»}«its were predominantly (>99%) of Hi^janic origin. The hon» 
tengua^ of 76% was Spani^ Hfty-one pocent had Limited En^h 
Profidem^. Of those sudents whose (»}untry of tmpn was listed, 73% woe 
h(xn in the USA and 26% in Mexios. Nuntos w^ greatest in grades 1-9 (557 
of the 687 for whom data is available, or 8 1 %). Thirt^n percent were learning 
disabled. 
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Chapter 1 Migrant Education Program 
Executive Summary continued 

• The Migrant Student Records Transfor Sys^ (MSRl^) Specialist altered 
Certificates of Eli^bility for 222 newly testified and jHeviously ufenti^ 
jiigrant sti^ents whose £amilies mack a migraicsy trip in the sumn^ of 1989. 
The Specialist also teought the 2tc(»ds up to date for the remainder of the 845 
migrant students who were in die Hous^ Imiependoit Sc^iool District during 
the 1989-1990 school year. 

• The Migrant Rccnrimiwit Specialist made 31 1 recruitment viats, resulting in the 
recruitment of 239 new or formerly migrant stud^ts into the program. 

• During the san^ poiod the Sp«nali^ also made 21 r^enals to coimseling and 
other services, held 17 meetings with imiividual student and their parents, 
issued 21 clothing vouchers, and distributed 286 packets of school supplies to 
migrant students. 

• The Migrant Counselor conducted 395 individual counseling s^sions and 30 
group counseling sessions. The counsels had 619 consultation meetings with 
department staff, parents, HISD steff, Kihool counselors, community resources, 
and others. The counseled presented workshops attended by parents, aides, and 
staff. 

• Ten inservices were held for Migrant staff and aides. In addition, six parent 
training meetings were held which were also attended by Migrant staff and aides. 

• When all ten aide positions were filled 337 migrant students at 16 rampuses had 
an aide assigned to their school (49% of the migrant population); also, two aides 
tutored 10 three year-olds each. The 357 migrant students in the other 96 
campuses did not have the assistance of an aide. 

• Achievenwnt test scores in each area increased overall fOT schools with aides; 
however, the changes were small Bud statistically insi^iflcant The difference in 
achievement level improvonent between schools vAUi aides und without aides 
was not statistically significant 

• There was a decrease in course grades in all major subjects (maUi, English, social 
studies, and science) for schools with aides; the changes were smtistically 
significant. In gra(tes 7-12 in each subject area (with the one exception of 1 1th 
grade science), course grades were lower for all subjea areas in each grade. Yet, 
when conparcd to schools without aides, tfiere was no difference in die amount 
of grade change. 
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Chapter 1 Migrant Education Program 
Executive Summary continued 

• There was a decline in attendance for migrant students at schools widia^es; the 
changes were statist^dly ^gnificant Attemiance change was wo3% in schools 
with fddes whtn compared to Khools without aides. 

• Overall, conduct grades remained die ^me for migrant stuiients at schools with 
aides; there was no significant diffi^en^ in die change at »to>ls with aides and 
schools without aides. 

• TEAMS $c<»eswa:eneaiiy the same fcs" migrant students in the tutored and 
untutored groups. For the most part, migrant passing rates were slightly bdow 
that of all Hispanics and overall 
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DESIGN OF THE INQUIRY 



The purpose of this report is to document the implementation of the 
Chapter 1 Migrant program for 19S9*90 and the pn^ram's impact on 
student achievement, grades, conduct, and attendance. 



The three spedfic tasks for this study were as follows: 

• report the numbo* of migrant students identified; 

• docunmt the activities of the nKnnbos of rhe Migrant staff who implement the 
c(»nponents of the Migrant Program; ami 

• evaluate the eff^veness of the mi^^t tutorial and counseling ccxnponents via 
examination of the ^t ^les (TEAMS, MAT6, SABE), grades, attendance, 
and conduct of the Migrant students. 



This investigation was designed to provide answers to the following research questions: 

Research Question 1 : What were the number and demographic characteristics of 
migrant smdents in HISD in 1989-90 ? 

Research Question 2 : What reasrds did the Migrant Student Reo^rds Iransfer 

System (MSR're) Specialist complete to document the enrollment of mi^unt 
students in HISD? 

Research Question 3 : What activities did the Migrant Recruitment Specialist 
conduct during the 1989-90 school year? 

Research Question 4 : What activities did the Migrant Counselor cmidua during the 
1989-90 school year? 

Research Question 5 : What training activities did the Migrant Prc^ram provide for 
aides, teachers, and parents of migrant students during the 1989-90 ^hool 
year? 

Research Question 6 : How many students were served by the mi^^t teacher 
aides? 

Research Qnestimi 7: Was there a difference between the pre and pest re^iing^nath 
and language scores of Migrant smdents who r»:eiv^ tutcn:ud insmic^n 
during 1989-90? 

Re^arch <^i <stiQn 8 : Was thme a significant diff^^ence between the rrading, math 
ano guage NCE scenes of migrant students who received tutorial 
institution and a con^arison group of migrant studc nts who were not 
tutored? 
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Design Of The Isquir; (continued) 



Research Question 9 : Was there a difference between tte pre and post gractes of 
Migrant studoits who received tutorial instnictic^ during 19S9-90 ? 

Researrii Question 10: Was there a significant difference betwra tte grades of 
migrant students who received tutorial instniction and a comparison group of 
nsgrant stiKients who woe not tutcffed? | 

Researoh Question 1 1; Was there a difference between the pre aiKi post attendance 
rate of Migrant students who recdved tutraial instruction during 19S9-90 ? 

Research Question 12: Was there a significant difference between the attoKJaiKX of 
migrant student who received tutcsial instruction and a comparison group of 
migrant students who were n(H tutcared? 

Research Question 13: Was there a difference between the pre and post conduct 
grades of Migrant students who received tuttsrial instraction during 1989-90? 

Research Question 14 : Was there a significant difference between the conduct 

grades of migrant students who re(xived tutorial instruction and a compaxison 
gix)up of migrant students who were not tutored? 

Research Question 15 : How did the migrant students, both those wtored and 
untutor^i, perform on TBAMS, and how did their pass rate compare with 
that of all Hispanic smdents and all students? 
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REASONS FOR CONDUCTING THE STUDY 
C 

Why was this study c/nducted? 



This study was comiucted for the following reasons: , 

Federal Requirements 

This r^rt |HCScnts infcMtnation collected during the 1989-^ school year as 
mandated by Feda^ guidelines. The Education Consolidation and ImproNrement 
Act of 1981 (ECIA) Oiapter I Migrant Program establirficd funding to provide 
educational and coun^ling assistance to eligible children of migratory fann or 
fisheries woricere. School districts receiving these funds are required to provide an 
evaluation of their program. « 

District Requirements 

The Migrant Program administrator developed program proposal objectives in the 
strategic plan of operation (SPG). This rqxjrt pmvidcs th« program administrators 
with information regarding attainment of objectives for the program implemented 
during 1989-90. 

'4 



This report evaluates the following objectives for the Migrant Program: 

• identify and recruit all migrant students who reside in this school district; 

• offer tutorial instruction to all eligible migrant audents by means of teacher 
aides; 

• apply counseling strategies in die area of human development and educational 
neeids for migrant students in grades 6-12 and to consult with migrant parents 
who require assistance 

• provide training for teachers and aides who woric with migrant students; and 

• supplement the District's parent involvement program. 
f 



PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 



What was the focus of the Chapter I Migrant Program in 1989-90? 



Purpose 

The purpose of the Migrant Program was to improve the academic achievemrat 
levels of migrant s&^nts. Assistance was offml to eligible migrant students to 
improve tlw educaticHial o»itxnuity fen* nugrant stisi«its who enroll kte (x withdraw 
early horn school because their famili^ travel lo d>taiii agricultural or fishery 
work. 

Number Served and Cost 

Eight hundrwi and fwiy-fivc migrant students were located in HISD during 1989- 
90 as of May 13, 1990; 700 were still enrolled on that date. The Migrant Program 
was allocated $342,030 in Compter 1 fixnds for 1989-90. 

Services 

All migsant students were served through the Migrant Student Record Transfer 
System (MSRTS) which is (xx>niinated with the Region IV Service Centu". 
Migrant students were identified at 1 12 district campuses. 

Migrant students recei^ tu»»ial s»vic^ frcHn the migrant teacho- aides. Ten 
migrant teacher-aid«^ were assigned to sixteen campuses with large ccmcentrations 
of migrant students. TWo schools had aides full-time and the outs' fourteen had 
mdes part-time. In additi(Mi, two aides worked part time in the spring semester 
visiting the homes of three year old migrant children ?o teach them and to teach 
t^hniques of early childhood education vo their parents which they can use with 
their children. 

Counseling and family support services were provided to migrant students and their 
families on a referral basis. Migrant staff was provided training through inservices 
at the Region rV Sovice Center and the migrant office. Finally, fments of migrant 
students were invited to attend woricshops designed to involve them in the 
«iucation of their diildren. 
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METHODS 



How was this study conducted? 



Cbapter I Migrant Population 

Tt^ ^^g^t Recrmtmoii Specialist verified that all identified migrant students were 
eligible to receive supplemental servi^ through the Migrant Pn^ranv The migrant 
supplen»ntal tuKinal asastance program was impten^ted at ^teen target 
campuses with the largest enrollment <^ migrant students. Students classified as 
either currently or fcsn^ly migrant are eligible for the Migrant Program. A 
"currently migrant'* status is given vo tho% students who have ma(k a qualified 
move within a year's time. The status changes to "formerly migrant" if the student 
had not n»ve within a year's time. A student is classified as formraly mig^t for 
five addidonal years after the year in which they move. 700 students identified as 
currently migrant or formerly migrant were enrolled in HISD as of May 13, 1990. 

Procedures 

Records of the migrant student population kept by tiie Migr^t Program were 
matched to the HISD Student Masterflle in onJer to vaify the number of migrant 
students who were enrolled. 

Additional informmion was obtained from interviews with the Program Director and 
his four staff members and from the written UKsnthly summaries of their activities 
which they produced. This information was tabulated by month and appeal^ in the 
following tables. The Research Specialist attended four of the in-scrvices for 
teacher aides in order to observe the n^ing which they were receiving and visited 
the aides at the schools which were their primary assignments. 

The program's effect on students was measured via an examination of achievement 
test scores* grades, attendance, conduct grades, and TEAMS sccses. With each of 
achievement tests, grades, attendance, and conduct ^des, students in schools with 
migrant aides were exammed via matched |^ t-tests to see if there was a signiiicant 
change from 1988-1989 to 1989-1990. In addition, the smdents were compared 
with students in schools without aides via Analysis of Cbvariance (ANCOVA) 
wh^ the dependent vari^le is ths 1989-19^ result, the categcmcal variable is 
whether oc not the student is in a school with aides, and the covariate is the 1988- 
1989 result TEAMS scores of migrant students in schools with migrant aides were 
compared with the scares of migrant students in schools without aides. The 
migrant student scores were compared with the Kores of Hispanics and all 
students. 
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RESEARCH QUESllON 1 



mat was the number of migrant indents in HISD in 19S9-^? 



Numbfr and Percent of Migrant Students EnroUed in 1989-90 by District 



District 


No. of 

J ——4.-., A 

btudents'^ 


% of District 
lotai 


I 


7 


1 .0 


II 




n A 
0.4 


ni 


24 


3.5 


IV 


2 


0.3 


V 


18 


2.6 


VI 


132 


19.0 


vn 


82 


11.8 


Vffl 


79 


11.4 


IX 


130 


18.8 


X 


61 


8.8 


XI 


63 


9.1 


xn 


78 


11.3 


XIII 


9 


1,3 


XIV 


5 


0.7 


Total 


693 


100.0 



*7 of the 700 students did not have district infonnati(ai. 



Trend 

• Districts VI through XII, located in east and north Houston, served ^5 of the 700 
migrant students (89%) in HISD. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 1 (continued) 



What was the number of migrant students by grade Identified in the 
Houston Independent School District in the spring of 15^? 



! 

Number and Percent of Migrant Students Identified in 1989'90 by Grade 

Levei* 



Grade 


No. of 


% of District 




Students 


Total 


PK 


14 


2.0 


K 


32 


4.7 


1 


69 


10.0 


2 


56 


8.2 


3 


63 


9.2 


4 


57 


8.3 


5 


51 


7.4 


6 


63 


9.2 


7 


74 


10.8 


8 


53 


7.7 


9 


71 


10.3 


10 


33 


4.8 


11 


26 


3.8 


12 


25 


3.6 


TOTAL 


687 


100.0 



*13 students had missing values. 



Trends 

• There WCTB greater than 50 stiKlents in eadi <rf grades 1-9. 

* Th^ were 33 fx less students in pre-kind^art»i, kindergarten and grades 10-12. 



RESEARCH QUESTION 1 (conUnued) 



What was the number of migrant students by primary handicapping 
condition Identified In the Houston Independent School District In the 

spring of 1990? 



Number and Percent of Migrant Students Identified in 1989-90 by Primary 

Handicapping Condition* 



F 'h^^ry Handicapping Condition 


No. of 


% of Total 


Students 




Auditoiially Impaired 


1 


0.1 


l^ncdcmally Di^uibed 


1 


0.1 


Leaniing Disabled 


86 


12.5 


Mentally Retaided 


5 


0.7 


Orttopedically Handicapped 


1 


0.1 


Otho' Health Impaired 


1 


0.1 


Speech Handicapped 


8 


1.2 


None 


584 


85.0 


TOTAL 


687 


100.0 



13 students had missing values. 



Trends 

• 15.0% of the students with available data had a handicapping condition (it was 12.4% 
for HISD as a whole last year). 

• 13% of the stu^nts with available data w^ learning disabled (it was 6.7% for HISD 
as a whole last year); this was ^3% of the handicapped populaticm (fc^ HISD as a 
whole, 54% of the handicapped were learning disabled). 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 1 (continued) 



What was the number of migrant students by sex, ethnicity, language, 
Houston Independent School District in the spring of 19^? 



Of the 6S7 students att^ding as of May 13, 1990 for whom data was available, 

• 405 (59%) were male and 282 (41%) were female. 

• 684 (99.6%) were Hispanic, 

• 531 (77.3 %) had Spanish as their home language, 168 (24.4%) had English as their 
home language, 

• 531 (72.5%) were bom in the USA, 178 (26.2%) were bom in Mexico (calculated 
based on the 680 students with data), 

• 354 (51.5%) had Umited English Proficiency (LEP) status. 147 of these (41.5%) in 
bilingual classes and another 146 (41.2%) in ESL or other special programs, 

• 490 (71.3%) had free lunch, and 30 (4.4%) had reduced or temporarily free lunch. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 2 



What recorcte did the Migrant Student Rmrds Transfer System (MSRTS) 
Specialist complete to document the enrollment of migrant students In 

HISD? 



Records Completed by MSRTS Specialist Activities, 1989-90* 



Type of Record 


Sept.- 


Dec- 


Feb.- 


Apr.- 


TOTAL 




Nov. 


Jan. 


Mar. 


May 




CMtotes of Eligibility 


97 


71 


41 


13 


222 


(COE)** 












Health Records 


2 


5 


4 


14 


25 


Updated Educational Records 


35 


14 


76 


22 


147 


Secondary Credit 


2 


1 


0 


22 


25 


TEAMS 


0 


1 


0 


9 


10 


Special Education 


0 


0 


0 


17 


17 



* AH migrant student records are entered in the HISD migrant student database ami are also forwarded to Region IV 
which forwards them to the National Migrant Stucknt Reo^ Transfer System in Little Rock, Arkansas. 
A Certificate of Eligibility is entered for each newly identified migrant stxtdoit and for each formerly migrant 
stxuicnt whose family makes a new trip for purposes of oi^loyment in agrteilture or fisheries* Each certificate 
entitles « migrant studait to 6 years of participation in the {mgram, whether or not they have participated in 
prevMHis years. 



Trends 

• Most of the Certificates of Eligibility were completed in the fall (168 of 222 or 81% 
were collected and entered on the computer in September-^Januaiy)* 

• Most of the other rK»rdk^ping was performed in the spring (February - May), 

• The OOEs were completed this year fc^ 26% of the migrant population* 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 3 



What activities did the Migrant Remiltment Specialist conduct during the 

1989-90 school year? 



} 

I 

Migrant Recruitment Specialist Activities, 2989-90* 



Category 


Sept.- 


Dec- 


Feb.- 


Apr.- 


TOTAL 




Nov. 


Jan. 


Mar. 


May 




I. Visitations made to: 












Hon^ 


8S 


59 


26 


34 


207 


HISD Schcx5ls 


34 


5 


13 


24 


76 


Private Schools 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 










0 


4 


Community Centers 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


OtI«r 


n 


2 


2 


9 


24 


TOTAL 


135 


68 


41 


67 


311 


n. Referrals made to**: 












Medici Services 


0 


0 


1 


0 


1 


Counseling Services 


8 


5 


2 


0 


15 


OthCT 


3 


2 


0 


0 


5 


TOiAL 


1 1 


/ 


3 


n 

V 




ill. iViCCUiIgs 

Paient^tudent: 
TOTAL 


5 


6 


3 


3 


17 


IV. GotMng Vouchers 

Issued***: 

TOTAL 


15 


4 


2 


0 


21 


V. Students Reaidt^: 












New 


97 


64 


23 


12 


196 


Previously idrailified 


35 


8 


0 


0 


43 


TOTAL 


132 


72 


23 


12 


239 


VI. School Supply Packets 
Issued****: 












TOTAL 


162 


58 


45 


21 


286 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 3 (continued) 



* The Recmiter also c^^ittctfid ccmunum^ involvemem amities the Migrtnt Prognnu 

The Recndtnient Spedili^ nticte lefexT^ Tiie SpeaiHsi also handled sc»m 

pnent^stodent <^inselmg s^ikms heisdf when 9b^ was abk lo pcovkk tnfoFmitoi tad a synq^tft^tic 
ear w^xwt ^ thai roakb^ a Tefenal would tmpm. 

I 

The migrant cb^hmg vm^hers wen referrala to die Vohmteen of AnKfica (VOA) *%ee'* uiod dodixng. 
Thepaienuhadtoi»y K totl^ VOAinoiderioiisetlwiNmc^ Accx»fdtng to the Mtgrmt Recnutmem 
Spedalisi there was very Utde in the way of good used clothing avttlabte ^ VOA after the Sx$t two 
months of school Thefcfore, she gave few VOA clothing vonchm U» ttose femiliea who amved later in 
the year. 

5clm>I supplies wei^ distributed pnc^ to the beginning of the sdtool j^ar* hi «kiiti(m« &e migrant 
tei»?her aides distributed sdiool sulfites at their asssgmd schools. Thus, the ^eal mapriQp of migrant 
stiKtents reMsved school n^lies. 



Trend 

• Most activities listed here occumcd in the fall (September- January), 203 of 31 1 
visitations, 204 of 239 Tecruitments, 220 of 286 clotiiing vouchers, 1 1 of 17 
parent/student meetings, and 18 of 21 referrals occurred in these months* 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 4 



What activities did the Migrant Counselor conduct during the 1989-90 

school year? 

« 

Migrant Counselor Activities by Campus 1989-90 
Individual Counseling Sessions 



Campus 


Sept.-Nov. 


Dec-Jan. 


Feb.-Mar, 


Apr.-May 


TOTAL 


Austin HS 


27 


65 


24 


7 


123 


Brownins Hlcrn* 


1 


0 


0 


0 


1 


Clifton MS 


6 


2 


0 


0 


8 


Crockett Elem 


3 


3 


0 


0 


6 


DeZavala Elem 


0 


1 


0 


0 


1 


Dowline MS 


0 


0 


0 


3 


3 


Edison Elem 


0 


0 


3 


0 


3 


FurrHS 


12 


1 


0 


10 


23 


Grissom Elem. 


2 


0 


0 


0 


2 


Patrick Henry MS 


0 


1 


0 


5 


6 


Hogg MS 


3 


2 


0 


0 


5 


j£K:kson MS 


1 


0 


0 


15 


16 


Law Enf. HS 


0 


0 


0 


5 


5 


LceHS 


0 


0 


0 


7 


7 


jane iX)ng ivid 


A 
U 


JL 


A 

u 


A 
U 


it 


Madison HS 


3 


0 


0 


0 


3 


McReynoIds MS 


0 


2 


3 


7 


12 


MilbyHS 


6 


2 


0 


29 


37 


PughHem 


0 


5 


13 


27 


45 


Reagan HS 


0 


2 


0 


7 


9 


Scarborough HS 


6 


0 


0 


13 


19 


ShemianEIem. 


0 


0 


0 


5 


5 


HjerinaHoxL 


0 


1 


0 


0 


1 


WallripHS 


0 


0 


0 


5 


5 


WhcatleyHS 


11 


0 


3 


7 


21 


Others* 


0 


11 


7 


9 


27 


TOTAL 


81 


100 


53 


161 


395 



* Includes students fitsn migrant families who have not yet ent^ed school, hign school 
graduates, and students whose migrant cUgibility has ended during the previous year. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 4 (continued) 



Migrant Counselor Aetinties by Campus 
1989-90 , 

Group Counseling Sessions* 



Campus 


Sept.-Nov. 


Dec-Jan. 


Feb.-Mar. 


Apr.-May 


TOTAL 


Austin HS 


2 


5 


3 


9 


19 


EdiscmMS 


0 


I 


0 


0 


1 


FuirHS 


1 


0 


0 


0 


1 


Jackson MS 


0 


0 


0 


3 


3 


MilbyHS 


0 


0 


0 


1 


1 


Sharpstown HS 


0 


0 


4 


0 


4 


WheatleyHS 


1 


0 


0 


0 


1 


TOTAL 


4 


6 


7 


13 


30 



*A group counseling session is a meeting of a counselor with a group of 
students to discuss common student concerns. 



Migrant Counselor Activities by Population J989'90 
Consultation Meetings* 



Population 


Sept.-Nov. 


Dec-Jan. 


Feb.-Mar. 


Apr.-May 


TOTAL 


Parents 


47 


38 


35 


35 


155 


Depann^ Staff 


50 


63 


37 


63 


213 


Counselors 


10 


11 


7 


45 


73 


HISD Staff 


27 


14 


23 


44 


108 


Community Resources 


3 


7 


13 


17 


40 


Others 


0 


4 


19 


7 


30 


TOTAL 


137 


137 


134 


211 


619 



*A ccmsultation is any meeting held to discuss concerns of a migrant student. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 4 (continued) 



Trends 

• The counsel(»' a>nducted 395 individual counseling sessions at 25 schools: 10 high 
schools, 7 middle schools and 8 elementary schools. The typespf issues dealt with in 
individual counseling aie enrollment and transfer difficuldes, sch^ules, credits, 
em^uragement to stay in school, and adole^ent developmental issu^ 

• If, despite encouragement, a student decides to drop out, the counsdor refers them to 
the High School Equivalency program fcff migrant students (HEP) at the Univeisity of 
Houston and to training and employment opportunities. In Deconbo' and Januaiy the 
counselor refeired 7 smdents to this program. 

•Group counseling sessions were conducted at 5 high schools and 2 middle schools. In 
group counseling sessions students arc encouraged to support one another to keep up 
Sieir attendance and not drop out Self esteem building activities were also included. 

• Additional activities of the counselor included presenting workshops and attending 
workshops. 

• Students at Austin High School participated in 31% of the individual and 63% of the 
group counseling sessions. This school had the largest number of migrant students (53 
or 7.6%) of any school in HISD. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 5 



What training activiti^ did the Migrant Program provide tor migrant 
teacher aides and staff during the 1989-^ school y^r? 



Inservhes for MigratU Aides and Stqff in 1989-90 



Date 


Topic and Location 


Staff 


Ai£^ 


8/30/89 


Migrant Student Recotd Transfer System: an Overview 
Location: Region IV Sendee Center 


4 


6 




MSR're Mass Enrollment 
Location: Region IV Service Center 


2 


2 


9/29/89 


Life Management Skills for Migratory Students 
Locaticm: Region IV Service Center 


4 


3 


lQ/13^9 


TEAMS Rcmwiiation 

Location: Region IV Service Center 


4 


6 


n/10/89 


Dropout Prevention Strategies for "At-Risk" Students 
Lockion: Region IV Service Center 


4 


7 


11/21/89 


MSRTS Orientation for Newly-Hired Teacher Aides 
Location: HISD Migrant Office 


N/A 


4 


12/1/89 


Qassroom Strategies and Interpersonal Skills 
Location: HISD Migrant Office 


5 


9 


1/1^ 


Instructional Classroom Strategies fra* Teacher Aides 
Location: HISD Migrant Office 


5 


9 


4/6/90 


Valuing Diversity in a Global Society 
Locatiwi: Region IV Service Center 


2 


13* 


4/27/90 


Developing Children's Self-Estecm 
Location: Region IV Service Center 


2 


10 



includes other HISD personnel 



Trends 

• When migrant in^rvicw were held at Region IV, migrant personnel from other school 
districts in the region were also invited to attend. The numbers presented in the tabic 
are counts of HISD personnel only. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION SCconUnued) 



Migrant Training Activities for Teacher Aidesi Staff, and Parents 

by Date and Topic 
1989-90 



Dale 


Topic and Location 


Staff 


Aides 


^trents 


9/27/89 


li^ Significance of TEAMS and MAT-6 
Locati{H):CageBen:»ntaiySdiod* ' : 


5 


5 


22 


11/1/89 


GieatK' Parental Invdvoi^t in t}% Leam&ig 
Process. 

Location: Mt^eynolds Middle School* 


3 


8 


17 


12/6/89 


How Itonts Dm Help Their Children at Home, 
and FamHy Re(x>id Qiecklist 
Location: HISD Migrant C^ice 


5 


8 


19 


1/17/90 


Activities to Use at Home 
Location: Rusk Elementaiy School* 


2 


5 


13 


2/21/90 


Significance of Academic Credit and HISD's 

Magnet Pro^iam 

Location: Austin High School* 


• 2 


4 


14** 


3/28/90 


Improving Parenting Skills* 
Location: Mipant Rogram CMfice* 




10 


15 



* Parent Advisory Council (PAC) meedng. 
♦* Also, two Boardmembers present. 



Trends . . 

• Parent meetings are plann&l and conducted by the Parent Invdlvement Specialist This 
staff m«nb«' also assists with r^ruitn^nt and community invdlyement activities. 

• Parent Advisory Council (PAC) meetings were conducted in Spanish. 

• Migrant staff and aides provided transpcntation to the PAQ meetings for a number of 
the parents who would not otherwise have b^n able to attend. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 6 



How many students were served by the migrant teacher aides? 



t 

Schools served by Migrant Aides* 



District 


Campus 


No. of 
otuaents 
5/13/90** 


Days of Aide 
oervice per weeK 
as of 6/9/90 




VI 


Austin HS 


53 


5 


VI 


Jackson MS 


30 


3 


VI 


Bumet Elem 


29 


5 


vn 


Milby HS 


19 


4 


vn 


Deady MS 


20 


1 


1 / Iff 

VIII 


Edison MS 


23 


3 


Vffl 


Franklin Elem 


13 


1 


vra 


Hjerina Elem 


10 


4 


IX 


WheadeyHS 


23 


2 


IX 


McReynoIds Elem 


24 


3 


IX 


Pugh Elem 


18 


2 


IX 


Scroggins Elem 


15 


3 


X 


Marshall MS 


12 


2 


X 


Sherman Elem 


17 


4 


XII 


Hogg MS 


20 


3 


XII 


Crockett Elem 


11 


1 


TOTAL 




337 





* Furr is not included in the list of campuses because the teacher aide position was vacant during the 
spring semester. 

* Number of Migrant students at the school 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 6 (continued) 



Trends 

• When all ten aide positions were filled 337 of the migrant students at 16 campuses had 
an aide assigned to assist them. In addition, two aides instructed ten children each two 
days per week in early childhood education. The 357 migrant students scattered over 
the odier 96 campuses did not have the assistance of an aide. 

• Six elementary schools, one middle school, and two high schools with 10 or more 
migrant students did not have teacher aides assigned there in May, 1990. These 
campuses were (number of students in parentheses): at the elementary level, Bonner 
(1 1 ), Coop (1 1), Dodson (12), Eliot (21), J.R. Harris (1 1), and Scott (11); at the 
middle school level, Burbank (1 1); and, at the high school level, Davis (10) and 
Reagan (10). Eliot was assigned an aide at the beginning of the school year but the aide 
was transferred to Austin High School in October 1989; it had more students than ten 
of the sixteen schools with aides. 

• Six of the aides served two schools each and divided their time between them so as to 
serve one school four days and the other school one day, or one school three days and 
the other school two days. Two of the aides served one school three days and one 
early childhood class the other two days. The other two aides served one school apiece 
(Burnet and Austin) 5 days per week. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 7 



Was there a difference between the pre and post NCE scores in reading, 
math and language for Migrant students who received tutorial instruction 

during 1989-90? 

I 

I 

Mean MAT6 Reading NCE Change Scores for 
Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutoridls^-hr 



Grade 


N 


Pre 


Post 


Change Score 


1 


1 


35.1 


50.5 


15.4 


2 


3 


61.0 


48.4 


-12.6* 


3 


6 


37.6 


34.6 


-3.0 


4 


14 


41.8 


48.0 


6.3* 


5 


16 


44.2 


46.6 


2.4 


6 


21 


35.6 


35.5 


-.0 


7 


30 


41.7 


41.5 


-.2 


8 


25 


35.6 


34.9 


-.7 


9 


23 


32.3 


32.6 


.3 


10 


7 


40.8 


39.0 


-1.8 


ToUjI+ 


147 


38.6 


39.1 


.5 



•f 1 student had grade information missing. 
+ + MAT-6: Grades 1-9,1989; Grades 1-12, 1990 

TAP Grades 10 &11, 1989 (no match made) 
* significant at .OS 



Trends 

• NCE gains in reading on the MAT-6 were observed in grades 1,4,5, and 9. NCE 
losses were observed in grades 2, 3, 7, and 8. 

• Migrant students in Grade 1 made the largest NCE reading gain (but it was only one 
student). 

• There were two statistically significant changes, one increase (grade 4) and one 
decrease (grade 2). Overall, the charge was positive but not statistically significant. 



ERIC 



20 



RESEARCH QUESTION 7 (continued) 



Mean MAT6 Math NCB Change Scores for 
Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorials++ 



Grade 


N 


Pre 


Post 


' Change Score 


1 


I 


54.2 


81.1 


26.9 


2 


3 


63.4 


60.6 


-2.8 


3 


6 


52.2 


56.1 


3.9 


4 


14 


55.0 


57.5 


2.5 


5 


16 


53.9 


64.5 


10.7*** 


6 


21 


48.8 


46.4 


-2.4 


7 


30 


55.8 


50.1 


-5.8* 


8 


23 


44.5 


43.7 


-.8 


9 


21 


43.0 


47.5 


4.5* 


10 


6 


56.1 


52.8 


-3.4 


Totals 


142 


50.7 


51.4 


.9 



■f 1 student had grtde infonnation missing. 
1^ * MAT^: Grades 1-9.1989; Grades M2, 1990 
TAP Oxides 10 &11. 1989 (no mtich mxde) 

* signiflcutt «t .05 

• • • signmcMU ti -001 



Trends 

• NCE gains in math were observed in grades 1, 3 5. and 9. NCE losses were 
observed in grades 2, 6, 7, and 8. 

• Migrant students in grade one made the largest gains in math (again, it was only one 
stu^t). 

• There were three stadsdcally significant changes, two increases (grad^ 5 and 9) and 
one decrease (grade 7). Overall, the change was positive, but not statistically 
si^iificanL 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 7 (continued) 



Mean MATS Language NCE Change Scores for 
Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorials^ 



\jrraQe 


It 


mTTK 


A OSl. 


v^iiaiigc ovvrc 


1 


1 








2 


3 


63.4 


60.6 


-2.8 


3 


6 


41.3 


48.1 


6.9 


4 


14 


58.5 


57.2 


-1.3 


5 


16 


54.5 


59.6 


5.1 


6 


21 


43.3 


47.3 


4.0 


7 


31 


52.0 


48.0 


-4.0* 


8 


24 


43.2 


42.1 


-1.0 


9 


19 


39.9 


46.2 


6.3* 


10 


9 


53.2 


48.9 


-4.3 




145 


48.1 


49.4 


1.3 



+ 1 sttukm had £r«k infonnatKHt misstng. 
•i- * MAT-6: Gr«ies 1-9,1989; Grades M2. 1990 

TAP Grcdes 10 &11. 1989 (no nwlch mSle) 
* significint at .05 



Trends 

• NCE gains in language were observed in grades 1, 3, 5, 6, and 9. NCE losses were 
observed in grades 2, 4, 7 and 8. 

• Students in Grade 1 (once again, there is only (Hie gracte one student) made tiie largest 
NCE language gain and stunts in Grsde 7 made the largest loss. 

• The gain in grade 9 and k>ss in grade 7 statistically ^gniflcant; overall, the 
change, though positive, was not statistically significant 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 7 (continued) 



Mean SABE Reading NCE Change Scores for 
Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorials 



Grade 


N 


Pre 


Post 


' Change Score 


1 


4 


34.3 


70.3 


36.0 


2 


5 


86.0 


71.6 


-14.4 


3 


4 


83.8 


73.5 


-10.3 


4 


0 








5 


1 


24.0 


61.0 


37.0 


Total 


14 


66.1 


71.0 


4.9 



Trends 

• NCE gains in reaiing were observed in pades 1 and 5. NCE los^s were observed in 
grades 2 and 3. 

• Overall, the change was positive. 

• All sample sizes were small; thes^ore, no statistical tests were made. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 7 (omtlnued) 



Mean SABE Math NCE Change Scores for 
Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorial 



Grade 


N 


Pre 


Post 


* Change Score 


1 


4 


39.3 


58.0 


18.8 


2 


5 


70.8 


64.8 


-6.0 


3 


4 


69.0 


74.3 


5.3 


4 


0 








5 


1 


46.0 


75.0 


29.0 


Total 


14 


S9J 


66.3 


6.8 



Trends 

• NCE gains in math were observed in grades 1, 3» and 5. NCE losses were observed in 
grade 2. 

• Overall, the change was positive. 

• All sample sizes were small; therefcne, no statistical tests were nmde. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 8 



Was there a signifleant difference between the reading, math and language 
NCE scores of Chapter I migrant students who received tutorial instruction 
(target) and the migrant comparison group who were not tutored 

(non-target)? 

t 



Chapter I Migrant Students MAT-6 and SABE NCE Scores 



Subtest 


Migrant 
Student 
Groups 


N 


Mean 


Adjusted 
Mean 


p - value 


MAT-6 
Reading 


Target 
Non-Target 


147 
110 
257 


39.09 
37.78 
38J3 


38.87 
38.07 
38J3 


.490 


MAT-6 
Math 


Taiget 

Non-Target 

TtMd 


142 
108 
242 


51.43 
49.63 
50.65 


50.38 
51.01 
50.65 


.699 


MAT-6 
Language 


Target 

Non-Taiget 

Total 


145 
110 

255 


49.41 
45.02 
47J2 


48.05 
46.82 
47J2 


.425 


SABE 
Reading 


Target 

Non-Taiget 

Total 


14 
20 

34 


71.00 
64.20 
67.00 


68.68 
65.82 
67.00 


.679 


SABE 
Math 


Target 

Non-Target 

Total 


14 
20 
34 


66.29 
71.40 
69.29 


65.70 
71.80 
69.29 


.281 



♦ adjusicd by ihe previous year's NCE scores. 



Trends 

• Comparison of MAT-6 and SABE noean NCE scqks formigrant students tutored at 
target ^hools with students who did not receive tutorials at non-^rget schools uidica^ 
that there was no statistically significant difference between the two groups' mean 
scores. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 9 



Was there a difference between the pre and post grades for Migrant 
students who received tutorial instruction during 15^9-90? 



Mean English Grades for Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutonals 



Grade 


N 


Pre 


Post 


Change Score 


1 


6 


66.2 


82.2 


16.0** 


2 


13 


78.5 


82.2 


3.7 


3 


13 


81.0 


79.4 


-1.6 


4 


16 


82.6 


82.9 


.3 


5 


20 


81,2 


81.1 


-.1 


6 


12 


75.4 


77.0 


1.6 


7 


30 


79.2 


76.1 


-3.0 


8 


25 


80.7 


76.0 


-4.7** 


9 


31 


75.5 


67.6 


-7.8** 


10 


17 


77.6 


76.1 


-1.5 


11 


12 


80.4 


80.0 


-0.5 


12 


9 


76.8 


71.0 


-5.8 


Total 


205+ 


78J 


76.7 


-2.8* 



* I sOKient had grsde infonnation missing. 

* Significant at .OS 

* • signiHcant ti .01 



Trends 

• Overall, tiioe was a loss of 1.8 points in the overall grade. This loss was stadstically 
significant 

• The grmtost loss was in ninth grade; this loss was 7.8 points; the negative grade 
changes for this grade and grade 3 were statistically significant 

• The ^^test gain was in first grade; this gain was 16.0 points (the change was 
stad^ically significant). 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 9 (continued) 



Mean Math Grades for Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorials 



Grade 


N 


Prc 


Post 


, Change Score 


1 


6 


69.3 


86.5 


17.2*** 


2 


n 


82.0 


81.8 


-.2 


3 


13 


85.5 


79.5 


-6.0** 


4 


18 


82.6 


84.7 


2.1 


5 


21 


82.8 


80.6 


-2.1 


6 


10 


79.9 


80.2 


.3 


7 


30 


80.2 


78.4 


-1.8 


8 


25 


77.6 


75.2 


-2.4 


9 


27 


70.8 


66.7 


-4.1 


10 


16 


79.5 


75.2 


-4.3 


11 


11 


80.3 


79.4 


-.9 


12 


9 


75.9 


68.8 


-7.1 


Total 


200+ 


78.9 


77.3 


-1.6* 



1 Btndoit had gride infc^mition missing. 

* ngnificant at .OS 

* * sigiufietnt tt .01 

* * * significtiu tt .001 



Trends 

• Ov^all, there was a loss of 1.6 points in the overall grade. This loss was statistically 
dgnificant 

• The grea^t loss was in twelfth grad^ this loss was 7.1 points (the change was not 
st^istkally dgniflcant, but the n^ative change in grade 3 was). 

• The greatest gain was in first gr^e; this gain was 17J2 pointe (the change was 
statistically significant). 



ERIC 



27 

33 



t 



RESEARCH QUESTION 9 (continued) 



Mean Social Studies Grades for Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorials 



Grade 


N 


Pre 


Post 


' Change Score 


1 


S 


73.2 


8S.4 


12.2** 


2 


13 


81.0 


84.1 


3.1 


3 


14 


83.1 


81.2 


-1.9 


4 


19 


81.4 


80.6 


-.7 


S 


21 


80.3 


81.7 


1.3 


6 


10 


75.3 


79.6 


4.3 


7 


31 


80.5 


74.5 


-6.0** 


8 


27 


80.3 


76.9 


-3.4* 


9 


24 


74.1 


64.1 


-10.0** 


10 


1 


74.0 


50.0 


-24.0 


11 


3 


69.0 


62.0 


-7.0 


12 


9 


77.4 


74.9 


-2.6 


Tml 


178+ 


79.0 


76.5 


-2.5*** 



* 1 stui^t hsd ^ade tnfonnaU<»i missing. 

* nignificaiU at M 

• • ngmflcaitt »l .01 

• • • significant at .001 



Trends 

• Owiall, tiiere was a loss of 25 points in the overall grade. This loss was statistically 
significant 

• Losses which woic s^tisti(^y significant occurrol in seventh and ninth gr^e; the 
lax^t loss was the one student in the tenth grade. 

• Tbe ^eatsst pan was in first grade; this gain was 12.2 points (the change was 
statisdc^y significant). 



ERIC 



28 

34 



RESEARCH QUESTION 9 (conUnued) 



Mean Science Grades for Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorials 



Grade 


N 


Pre 


Post 


'Change Score 


1 


6 


73.0 


84.3 


11.3** 


2 


13 


81.5 


82.7 


1.2 


3 


14 


82.9 


80.7 


-2.2 


4 


20 


79.3 


80.3 


1.0 


5 


21 


80.8 


82.2 


1.4 


6 


11 


75.8 


77.5 


1.7 


7 


31 


78.4 


73.1 


-5.3** 


8 


27 


79.3 


77.6 


-1.7 


9 


27 


74.1 


64.1 


-10.0** 


10 


14 


79.7 


74.5 


-5.2 


11 


2 


64.5 


72.0 


7.5 


12 


1 


76.0 


73.0 


-3.0 


Tomi 


188+ 


78.4 


76a 


-2.i* 



+ 1 student gr»k infbimatioii missing. 

* sigmficutt St .OS 

* * ugnificaat at .01 



Trends 

• Ovoall, there was a loss of 2.1 points in the overall grade. This loss was statistically 
significant 

• Loses which were statistically si^uficant occurred in seventh and ninth grade; the 
greatest loss, 10.0 points, was in grade 9. 

• The gain was in first grade; this gain was 1 1.3 points (the change was 
statistically significant). 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 10 



Was there a significant difference tietween the grades of Chapter I migrant 
students who received tutorial instruction and the migrant comparison 

group who were not tutored ? 



Chapter I Migrant Students Grades-^ 



Subtest 


Migrant 
Student 
Groups 


N 


Mean 


Adjusted 
Mean-t- p 


' value 


English 


Target 

Non-Target 

Total 


148 
126 
274 


77.94 
77.42 
77.70 


77.86 
77.52 
77.70 


.743 


Math 


Tai^get 

Non-Taiget 

Total 


148 
126 
274 


78.25 
79.09 
78,64 


78.42 
78.90 
78.64 


.677 


Social 
Studies 


Target 

Non-Ta^et 
Total 


148 
126 
274 


77.92 
78.16 
78.03 


77.88 
78.21 
78.03 


.765 


Science 


Target 

Non-Target 
Toted 


148 
126 
274 


77.S4 
79.10 
78.42 


77.88 
79.06 
78.42 


.289 


-(■idjusted by |sevlou5 year's ^«d^ to remove educaUonal effecu not firotn this year. 



Trends 

• Th«e was no significant difference in the grades of migrant stucknts at schools ha^ing 
aides and ^hools not having aides. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 11 



Was there a different^ between the pre and post attendance rates for 
Migrant students who received tutorial instruction during 1989-JH)? 



t 

I 

Mean Attendance (%) for Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorials 



— A 

uiSCie 


IN 




1^051 


i^nange acore 


I 


w 


94.9 


95.7 


.8 


2 


15 


95.9 


96.7 


.8 


3 


16 


97.5 


96.8 


-.9 


4 


22 


95.8 


94.5 


-1.2 


5 


21 


97.1 


96.5 


-.6 


6 


28 


93.0 


89.0 


-4.0*** 


7 


50 


89.7 


86.2 


-3.3* 


8 


37 


90.1 


90.3 


.1 


9 


40 


87.1 


84.0 


-3.1 


10 


22 


91.2 


87.9 


-3.5 


11 


17 


90.5 


88.6 


-1.9 


12 


12 


88.3 


87.9 


-.4 


Total 


309+ 


91.9 


90.2 


-1.7*** 



•f 9 students had grade infoimation missing. 

* si^jfkinl 8t .05 

• • • significant at .001 



Trends 

• From the third grade on, migrants in all grades attended less often than they did the year 
befofe (with the singular exception of the eighth graders). 

• Fcr the first and seccHid grades, there was a slight positive change; however, this 
change was statistically insignificant. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 12 



Was there a sigziiflcant difTer^ce betwe^ the att^danc^ of Chapter I 
migrant students who received tutorial instruction and the migrant 
comparison group who were not tutored ? 



f 



Chapter I Migrant Students Attendance 



Migrant 
Student 
Groups 


N 


Mean 


Adjusted 

Mean4- p - value 


Attendance Taxg^ 

Non-Target 
Total 


309 
287 
596 


90.20 
93.44 
91.76 


91.21 .013* 

92.57 

91.76 



+ adjusted j^evkHU year's «Ueadance to remove eRects not from this year. 
* si^ficant at .OS 



Trends 

• Whether or not adjusted by the previous yearns attendance, the attendance rate in 
schools with aides was loww than that at scIk»1s without aides. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 13 



Was there a difference between the pre and post conduct grades for Migrant 
students who received tutorial Instruction during 1989-90? 



I 

f 

Mean Conduct Grades for Chapter I Migrant Students in Tutorials 



Grade 


N 


Pre 


Post 


Change Score 


1 
A 




1 SO 


1 50 




2 


13 


1.95 


2.38 


.44 


3 


14 


2.19 


1.93 


-.26 


4 


20 


2.12 


2.25 


.13 


5 


21 


2.35 


2.29 


-.06 


6 


16 


1.99 


2.18 


.19 


7 


32 


2.37 


2.30 


-.08 


8 


27 


2.58 


2.56 


-.02 


9 


31 


2.53 


2.51 


-.02 


10 


17 


2.64 


2.68 


.04 


11 


13 


2.82 


2.73 


-.09 


12 


10 


2.79 


2.76 


-.03 


Total 


221+ 


2.38 


238 


.00 



*■ I stiKfent had grade infonnation missing. 

* * conduct grides are on 1 0-3 scale ( 0 is unsatisfactory, 1 is poor , 2 is satisfactory, and 3 is 

excellent) 

* significam at .05 

* * signifkant at M 

* • * significant at .001 



Trends 

• There vms no sgnificant change in migrant student ccmduct grades at schools with 
aides; this was true for each grade and all grades combined. 



ERIC 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 14 



Was there a significant difference between the conduct grad^ of Chapter I 
migrant students who received tutorial instruction and the migrant 
a>mparlson group who were not tutored ? 



f 

I 



Chapter I Migrant Students Conduct Grades 





Migrant 
Student 
Groups 


N 


Mean 


Adjusted 
Mean^- 


p - value 


Conduct 
Grades 


Target 

Non-Target 

To^ 


221 
187 
408 


2.39 
2.26 
2.33 


2.34 
2.32 
2.33 


.778 



* tdjmied by jvevkw yeir's conduct to remove effects not from this year. 

* iignificani at *QS 

* * significant at *01 

* • • significant at .001 



Trends 

•Thare was no statistically significant difference in the conduct grades of migrant 
students in schools with aides and in schools without aides. 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 15 



How did the migrant students, both thi^ tutwed and untutored, perform 
on TEAMS, and how did their passing rate compare with that of all 
Hispanic students and all students? 



f 

t 



2989-1990 TEAMS Passing Kalesf ft • 





Mathematics 


Reading 


Writing 




N 


% Pass 


N 


% Pass 


N 


% Pass 


Grade 3 














Migrants 


55 


80.0 


54 


68.5 


52 


71.2 


TutCMWi 


16 


81.3 


15 


80.0 


15 


73.3 


jnch 1 uiorcu 


39 


79.5 


39 


64.1 


37 


70.3 


mspaniws 


5030 


85 


4905 


76 


4827 


74 




14329 


84.6 


13103 


80.5 


12886 


76.5 


Grade 5 














Migrants 


40 


75.0 


40 


65.0 


38 


81.6 


Tutored 


19 


73.7 


20 


65.0 


19 


84.2 


Not Tutored 


21 


76.2 


20 


65.0 


19 


78.9 


Hispanics 


5264 


85 


5114 


79 


5046 


79 


Overall 


13309 


83.7 


12963 


82.2 


12745 


81.0 


Grade 7 














Migrants 


56 


83.9 


55 


70.9 


54 


64.8 


Tutored 


43 


86.0 


42 


71.4 


41 


68.3 


Not Tutored 


13 


76.9 


13 


69.2 


13 


53.8 


Hispanics 


4588 


84 


4512 


80 


4365 


75 


Overall 


11523 


85.9 


11393 


82.8 


11120 


77.6 


Grade 9 














Migrants 


50 


76.0 


50 


62.0 


48 


31.3 


Tutored 


34 


73.5 


32 


62.5 


33 


27.3 


Nm Tutored 


• 16 


81.3 


18 


61.1 


15 


40.0 


Hispanics 


4971 


77 


4892 


73 


4876 


45 


Overall 


12444 


79.4 


12299 


75.8 


12152 


51.9 


llth grade Exit-Level 












Migrants* 


24 


58.3 


22 


59.1 






TutKcd 


16 


56.3 


15 


53.3 






Not Tutored 


8 


62.5 


7 


71.4 






Hispanics 


2567 


75 


2535 


84 






Ovmll 


8180 


77.9 


8037 


88.7 







*Pa5s^ In FsII or Spring 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 15 (continued) 



Trends 

• TEAMS scores woe i^ariy the same for migrant sm(knt5 in the mtoitd and 
groups. 

• die m(^ part, mignmt passing rates were sHghtlybdowthatl(^ all Kispanks and 
overalL 
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CONCLUSION 



What conclusions may be drawn from the results of this study? 



• The Migrant Program effectively utilized its resources towards meeting its 
objectives of 1) i(fentifying and xecmiting migrant stixients who reside in this 
school district, 2) offering tuKsial instruction to digible migrant smdents by 
n^ans of teacher aides, 3) q>plying (^un^ing ^lategiiK in the area of human 
development and ediK^dcmal ne^s for migrant students in grades 6-12 aiui 
consulting ^th migrant parents who require asastance, 4) providing training 
for teachers aiKi ddes who woric v^th migrant students, and 5) supplementing 
the District's parent involvement program. 

• There was overall improv«nent in the achievement test scores in all areas; 
howevCT, the changes were not statistically significant Thrae was no 
statistically sigmflcant diff^ence between the improvement at schools with aides 
and that at schools without aides. 

• Thare was no significant improvement in the grades, attendance rate, or conduct 
grades at schools with aides. Also, there was no significant improvement at the 
^hools with aides when compared with the schools without aides in grades, 
attendance, or conduct grades. 
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